August 40th, 1915 


Niss Pearl Rrown, 
Court Fouse, 
Htrantford. 
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Brantford “an 20th Tore 


President Falconer 
~ Toronto University 
Dear Sir- 
We received a letter in “ecember from the 
Registrar refusing a statement of our daughter's marks,also stating that 
the Youncil considered the incident closed. fllness delayed reply. 
The incident is a matter of ethics. When éthics lose their ground in 
honor and chivalry it is a bad thing for a nation as evidenced in this 
world war. ¥ 
How much or how little of this matter the tresident and the 
Council know,we are not in a position to know.It was trusted to Mr 
Brebnar-In our letter asking to see her history paper we gave reasons for 
the request.We note now a meeting of the Council and Senate was held be- 
fore the letter was answered.*hen we were asked to send in a formal re- 
quest_for reasons known to Mr “rebnar.-It seems strange that our letter 
with the reasons was not placed before the Council.it certainly does not 
Ws gs fowersty ac: the matter i closed alle that on VeHetn wee oe 
Our daughter or any pupil had a right to try her year over again in 
September if desirable.She made application to try her year over again 
in the form of an application to write the three Subjects in which she 
was reported starred,plus an appeal for exemption on the four subjects 
passed,on account of her health caused by the history injustieestrouble. 
When the money was accepted for the Examination and the Examination 
given her,the appeal was granted. Had we made application in the form of 
her seven subjects with an appeal for exemption on four she would have 
had no right to try until the appeal was acted on.To do so would be 
paying money and trying on chance-a step which she would never have been 
permitted to take by us. 
It would seem that the Yniversity has looked at this matter as though 
She were trying her Sxam as Supplementals of her second year which she 
had no right to do,not having the standing.*+his was not the case.She was 
trying her year over again in the form stated.She had the right to try 
and if it were not your pleasure to grant the appeal the “xam should 
have been refused her. 
“e know what honor is and take no advantage of her being given the Hxam 
We take the stand on the points raised in our correspondence,more es- 
pecially that fresident Salconer himself said that the same thing might 
happen again in September.He asked me if her health was such that an 
appeal could be made on it as a reminder.Because he said this I took steps 
along these lines as soon as ~ could conscientiously do so. I wrote the 
Fresident at once to this effect and if our course was not right we 
should have been informed. The letter was sent to tresident *alconer 
and the appeal sent through him so no mistake would occur.The appeal was 
in eight weeks."e wrote ten days before the “xam and was told it would 
come up that week.I could not accompany her to +oronto that day.iie ex- 
pected if it were not acted ongthe matter would be referred to President 
#alconer and he would know what’ was right.\/e trusted to hin. 
When it was not acted on and the “xam given her,under those circumstan 
ces, it would seem to be only a matter of common honor on the part of 
the University. 


For the University of Toronto with resident _alconer at its head 


to take money,grant an ixam and then refuse any returns is incomprehen— 
Sible to all right minded people with whom this matter has been discussed. 


There was evidence that her term mark was lost.On making inquiries the 
actimg Registrar told me distinctly four times that the term mark itself 
had not been reported or recorded. The President told me the term mark 
iwaelf was there,he saw it there in red ink,50-some. It could not be there 
and not be there.One was telling me what could not be true. 
When inquiry was made regarding the Examiner s Report,we were told they 
could not make the marks out.+he University knows what this means. 
When ~rofessor “rong was asked what this mark was,he could not remember. 
When written to regarding the term mark when the results came out--he did 
not get the letter. When asked what he was hunting her for--he could not 
remember----After a visit to the “niversity he wrote us her term mark 
was 55 percent end was reported 28 marks. The __esistrar told us it had 
not been ee eee made Yeo oe mistake of writing her term mark was 
55.It cuts deep to have one’s ideals shaken. 
If what the “rofessor wfites is true,then subjects on which she re- 
ceived high marks she was reported forty. Fine natures would consider it 
a crimingal wrong to falsify a report.Fine natures would suffer untold 
wrongs rather than an innocent person should suffer through them.Any 
British subject should be entitled to her right marks.™o accept money 
and refuse the right marks is not Dritish fair play. 
We have charged the Yniversity with neglect or wrong in not auting on her 
appeal before the “xamination--in giving her the 4xam and refusing results 
-and also with the evidence or appearance of wronging-her in history.It 
has been their pleasure to lie under these charges.They have not 
produced her term history paper her April *istory paper. 

Hor our part,judging from an incident which happened after the war 
broke out,justice might be a difficult matter through the Board of 
Governors.then the Courts would be the only redres$,if SO-e 

Now while the war is on is not the time for action or strife,we 
necessarily must await the time when it can with proprietary be brought 

upand have her papers produced that the truth may be known.and we write 
this to say that the papers are to be preserved until the time comes 
when they can be brought forth.In the meantime we can only make a report 
of the capone to the Yepartment of Justice at the first tA ren hh 
ltin<- L 4/012 ott. ie 
Ve oul ask +tresidtent Falconer to understand that this is not written 
in any unkind or recriminatory way.1t is only a statement of the facts 
as they appear to us and as we feel them to be-If wmong has been done it ned 
&c inconsistent and cowardly on our part, not to fight for the right.A 
miscarriage of justice is ever a menace to a nation. 
Regretting exceedingly the cause for the incident 


Ve remain 
Yours Sincerely 
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on September 13th the Redistrar wrote officially that 
petition was refused, she had no right to come up for 
i least, one other aiso had been refused. She was toid 
: that if she took the exazination she had no right to 
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President “alconer 
Torontdéd University 
Deas a3 
I am in receipt of your letter.“ur corres= 
pondence will show that 1 wished to avoid all controversy. by asking to see 
her “istory paper,not as a right,but as the Simplest and only way the 
University could clear itself of the charges preferred.This was not complied 
with,and we were invited to send Mr 4eyd,or write the contradictory infor- 
mation. We declined sending Mr “eyd knowing it would be fruitless and avoided 
the other as long as possible from an inherent respect for President Falconer. 
as it involved his name. 
When Mr Seyd went,he forgot his advice--to see her History paper. 
As to the other-no proof has been given of a term paper and mark or explanat= 
of why we were told what could not he true. As to the re-reading,the Pres- 
ident candidly said,These are forms& .From other sources we have heard much 
of a similar nature,and two wrongs néver make a right-in procedure. 
Consisfency is the touch stone of character.~hakespeare should have said 
FPrailty thy name is Man . 
And now the *resident writes"When on Sept I3th the Registrar wrots officially 
that your daughter‘s petition was refused,she had no right to come up for 
ixanination". 7 
Ler Exam was Sept 9th,and she certainly woulé heave had no right to 
come up had she received this before the 9th.She received it two days atter 
her return from +oronto. That is the point.Tpis sentence alone should stand 
B58 Veroict in a ~ritisn Yourt| of “ustice.--as something due to a “ritish 
subject and british procedure. 
She did not take the Examination.She accepted it.It was something she 
could not take unless it were given to her.Had she taken it she would have 
to assume responsibility.W, told the Fresident that she,would not tough her 
Biology unless something was done. Only one application* went in-for her 
second year in the form stated,accompanied by ten dollars which was accepted. 
She presented herself for the Exam and was refused it,refused her pseudonnym 
because the price was twenty dollars.She paid her other ten dollars anda was 
given her pseudonym.She did the work.It cannot be taken back or undone. 

If she had no right to take it from you,you deliberately gave her the 
wrong.-Had we believed it to be wrong,we would not have accepted it or taken 
it from you.If it is wrong,the wrong lies with you. The deed cannot be un- 
done as far as we have acted.Your price was twenty dollars,you accepted 
it and now refuse the value in full.She has done the work and received no 
value,atfter paying the price exacted. 

there are two courses open to us--To sue for it,or to report this matter 
to the Department of Yustice and through them to the Board of “overnorseto 
learn if we can quietly get an order from the Courts to have her papers 


This is a matter that requires time and thought,for many reasons=*it 


i 
t" seems to be a maxim about the University--"And come out a moral coward" 
I said to one young man who was relating a similar exrerience."That is 
just what I have ever felt myself to be"was his reply,but he added that had 
he had his way he would never have returned but he did it for his parents 
Sake. - 

Pearl's friend had two stars.she appealed +0 go on and was refused.Her 


a 


Ld 


7 


~.Professor interceded and she was permitted to g§0 On-a& humane act. 


rofessor Wrong gave hBearl £5 on one paper and she is reported 25 on 
her final.That was a. wrong which could haye been righted. The injustice 

undermined her hoalth.She phoned to me on Thursday evening after her first _ 
Exam and 1 went to Toronto on Friday and rubbed her spine at intervals all fs 

nightsuntil the next Monday,that she might take her last Exam.I feared 
it would go to her brain. Neither of) us wild over forget it. 

You granted her friends,and ignored her health and the circumstances 
which caused it. It was suggested to us by President Falconer. Professor 

Wrong when spoken to upheld the health appeal and wrote me that he would 
do all that lay in his power-until he visited the Registrar's office. The 
Registrar said he was pleading our cause. It is incomprehensible how a 
minor Lrofessor could secure his pupils,and President Falconer,Professor 

Wrong.and Mr Srebnar coulé do nothing under the circumstances stated. 

There is something veyywrong somewhere. 


She is registered with you "For Zducation and formation of character". 
We are disappointed,more than any words can tell,not because of the result. 
We know what she did and what it was worth--Had it been her Latin there wo 
would have been no question raised--We are disappointed because we were 
intensely loyal to Toronto University and had an ideal of things and 
people,and that ideal has been shattered. It is something one does not 
readily forget. 
If the matter is not righted otherwise,we shall take steps to have her 
papers produced and a ruling on herrtght to try when the proper time 


nr 


eomes--in the interest of truth and justice. 


Thanking «resident talconer for his courtssy in replying 


Tr 


ie remain 
Yours “incerely 


